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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 

1 . The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

2. Claims 1-6, 8, 10, 1 1 & 29 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Stone (US Patent Number 5,947,821) in view of Olsen (US Patent Number 6,1 10,043). 

Claims 1,6: Stone teaches a gaming machine that includes a display (44) for displaying 
combinations of symbols. There is a controller (110) for controlling operation of the 
machine. The controller includes a processor for selecting the outcome of the game (i.e., 
a poker hand) and displaying it on the screen. The gaming machine is adapted to play a 
base game (i.e., poker) in which the player places a base bet to purchase at least one 
outcome and if the outcome is a winning outcome, the machine awards a prize that is 
determined by the paytable. There is a selector (51) operable on payment of an additional 
bet prior to the commencement of the base game. When the selector is operated (i.e., 
when the additional wager(s) are made), the controller adds at least one additional feature 
to the base game - participation in a progressive jackpot game. The game is not, 
however triggered in the base game where the trigger event is independent of the 
outcome in the base game. Olsen teaches a progressive game that is triggered by an 
event independent of the outcome of the base game - the progressive pool reaching a 
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randomly determined trigger amount. (Abstract) Olsen discloses that this adds 
excitement to the game. (Col 2, 50-51) It would have been obvious to one of ordinary 
skill in the art at the time of the invention to have modified Stone in view of Olsen to 
have the feature game triggered in the base game where the trigger event is independent 
of the outcome in the base game in order to add excitement to the game. 

Regarding the newly added limitation, Stone teaches offering a range of player 
selectable options prior to the commencement of the base game (i.e., the dealing of the 
player's poker hand). The player may select a wild card and may select whether or not to 
participate in a progressive jackpot. Furthermore, it would yield predictable results to 
offer even more options prior to the start of the base game. For instance, Stone suggests 
the possibility of buying a second wild card. It is certainly within the level of ordinary 
skill to offer this before the commencement of the base game & would lead to predictable 
results. Furthermore, doing so would tend to increase casino revenue. Therefore, 
Examiner concludes that Stone not only explicitly teaches the claimed limitation, it 
would be obvious to modify Stone to increase the range of options offered prior to the 
commencement of the base game. 

Claim 2: Stone teaches the invention substantially as claimed, but fails to explicitly 
teach that the additional wagers are multiples of the base bet. Clearly the wager amount 
is a matter of design choice. A game designer can choose any value desired to be the 
wager amount. 

Claim 3: Stone teaches taking a pre-game wager for a wild card (Abstract), for 
participation in a progressive jackpot (a feature game, Fig 1), and for an increased payout 
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(multiplier, Col 3, 39-47). (Stone also teaches a wager for a second wildcard, but this is 
disclosed as being made after the game starts.) While Stone does not teach that the wage 
is a multiple of the base bet, this is a matter of design choice. 

Claim 4: Stone teaches multiple pre-game wagers (and features), but only illustrates a 
single selector. Clearly, if a player is offered multiple wagers, multiple selectors are 
required. Since the bets are interchangeable, any coin can be thought of as the base bet - 
including the last coin to be bet. 

Claim 5: The additional at least one other bet staked provides eligibility to a benefit 
provided by that feature, there being no guarantee that the feature will award a prize 
merely by having staked the at least one other bet. There is no guarantee that the player 
will trigger the award of the progressive jackpot. 

Claim 8: Stone teaches certain features that are comprise a series of game events 
purchased by the additional bet (award of the progressive jackpot). Other features (i.e. 
the multiplier) may comprise a series of game events that require the staking of 
additional bets. If the player chooses the multiplier, the player continues with the base 
game. The base game may allow the player to purchase a second wild card. (Fig 1 A) 
Claims 10, 11: Stone discloses selectors in the form of keypads & touch screens. (Col 
5, 17-22) 

Claim 29: Stone teaches that the selector is operated to add a wildcard, which is a 
player-favorable variation in the set of symbols from which the controller selects 
symbols for display. It also may add eligibility for a progressive jackpot which is a 
feature game in the event of a feature game trigger occurring in the base game. 
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3. Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Stone & Olsen as 
applied to claim 1 further in view of Itkis (US Patent Number 4,856,787). 

Claim 9: Stone & Olsen teach the invention substantially as claimed, but fail to teach 
allowing the player to select from a plurality of base games. It is well known that there 
are innumerable variations in poker. Itkis teaches allowing a player to select from 
various base game. This allows the player to choose the game he wishes to play. It 
would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time of the invention to 
have modified Stone & Olsen in view of Olsen to allow the player to select from a 
plurality of base games in order to allow the player to choose the game he wishes to play. 
Response to Arguments 

4. Applicant's arguments filed 15 January 2008 have been fully considered but they are not 
persuasive. 

5. The arguments are drawn to the amended claims & are answered in the rejection above. 

Conclusion 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Corbett B. Coburn whose telephone number is (571) 272-4447. 
The examiner can normally be reached on 8-5:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Robert Pezzuto can be reached on (571) 272-6996. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Corbett B. Coburn/ 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3714 



